The- on, -
livered by Chief Justice Taney, is weak and
disinﬁninns beyond all precedent; and it
may be said of the author of it, that, while
he has seldom had the felicity to distinguish
himself by the wisdom or sability of his
judgments, he has certainly, by this last
effort, earned the unenvi
having uttered the most untenable doctrine
which ever emanated, on so grave a gues-
tion, from his tribunal.

*“In to the legal merits of this de-
cision, however, we do not propose to speak:
that branch of the subject g:: been already

amply discussed in the journals, and, with- |

out them, had been set at rest, we think, in
the exhaustive and annihilatin

Judge Curtis. Witha pmfounﬁ knowledge
of the law, which might be expected in one
of his position, and a familiarity with histo-
ry, in which he seems to have the advan-
tage of most'of his colleagues, he has com-

pletely overturned the few and fRimsy pre- | that

tenses wherewith they sought to commend
their erroneous assumption of power, and
their fundamentsl perversion of principle.—

As much might be said of the opinion of

Judge MeLean, and both those upright mag-
istrales—men who have ever been
for their strong conservative tendencies—
who have had no novelties to introduce in-
to jurisprudence, and no outside relations to
warp their independence, and who, in resist-
ing the departure of the other judges from
the ancient ways, have only acted in perfect
conformity with their settled characters—
deserve the warmest thanks of every mem-
ber of the community—of every class and
every party. To their expositions of the
law, therefore, we are willing to leave the
decision of the question in the public mind.

But it happens that the opimion of Chief
Justice Taney does not rest so much upon
apy interpretation of the law as it does npon
a construction of the facts of history; and
as, in that department, every student may
be supposed to be as competent to judge as
he is, we propose to examine the extent of
his knowledge, and the accuracy of his
judﬁmont. in respect to it. Before doing
80, however, let us stop for 8 moment to re-
mark upon the very wEimsiml notion which
is put forth by the adherents of the govern-
ment to curb or intimidate free inquiry, to
the effect that the decisions of the %upreme
Court are not objects of legitimate eriticism.
If we might believe them, there is some-
thing so sacred in the character of this tri-
bunal, or so infallible and conclasive in its
ulterances, that every attempt to show their
imPeninency. or their error,is a es of
<rime scarcely less perilous than crimen ma-
Jestatis under the Cwsars, or less sacrile-
gl:ous l.lmn: n mhas;snce tob:dzcre: of
the . though the ve nch whick
nur:rl:‘ the decision has fogd its severest
condemnation in the recorded opinions of
some of its own members, althcugh it has
ever been the custom of our most distin-
g:)ished men, Jefferson, Jackson, Justice

1y, Chaneellor Kent, to canvass its ac-
rtion with the utmost freedom, and some-
times with avowed contempt, although the
most essential princiPle of our political struc-
ture is the responsibility of all functiona-
ries to public sentiment, we are yet told
that the judgments of the Supreme Court
are not to be touched. The decree has
gone forth, exclaim these reasoners, and for-
ever after let the world hold its tonguel—
The irrevocable, irreversible, fatal vermil-
lion-ediet is published, and let all gainsayers
beware!

Now, such an assumption may be ada
ted to the latitude of China, or may not
out of place under the unconditional rule of
the Czar, butis surely something new in
this republie, which long since abjured all

buman ions to divine o
tives. r y of government has been,
that there is nal in eivil affairs but

truth and justice—that institutions are mnot
an suthority over the people, but the minis-
ters and servants of the people: and while
this theory lasts, it cannot be allowed to any
body of individuals to usurp the supreme
and ;:naiﬂ.ible eontrol of their minds.
“Pray, on what ground of reason or
sense 12 it inferred, that, because the %
ments of the Supreme Court are final in the
judicial sphere, they are also final in the
political and moral sphere? Have we, in
erecting that m'bnnli’f A b: .i' mere conveni-
“uca or necessity, if so be, of jurisprudence,
iOreated it, at the same time an imperial or-
Ean of ism? Have we, who, for
three huncired years have canonized Mar-
“in Luther for denying the supremacy of
the Romisy court in matiers of religion,
raised & val consistory among our-
selves, which is o less supreme in all civ-
il matters? Hawe we, who are never
of glﬂ‘l'ifying Joka },hmpden for
confess the decision of the Twelve Ji

of the Exe e

shi jn the l::-ls matter of

P-money. wut twenty shillings—con-
ferred upon qur judges, not merely all their
*gal authority, but sm acthority which
M3y contro] the actions of parties and the
Sehtiments of jpdividuals? We certainly
yove done all ghyis and more, i it is (o be ta-
o for granted that, when & mojority of

* federal judges have
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is reasons for the exception are

thesa:

“Itis true that every person, and every class snd
desaciption of persons, at the time of the adoption
of the constitution, regarded aa citizens of the sev-
eral states, beeame citizens of this new politieal
body, and none other. It was formed for them and
thelr posterity, and for nobody else; and all the
rights and immunities were intended to embrace
only those who wer: members aecording to the
prineiples on which the constitution was adopted.

L L L] L . - L LI

o (1 ¥, therefore, to determine
who were citizens of the several states when the
constitution wns adepted. In order to do this, we
must reeur to the colonies when they
from Greal Britain, formed new communities, and
took their place among the family of nations.—
They who were recognized as citizens of the states,
declared their independence of Great Britain, and
defended it by foree of arms. Another clnss of

ns, who had been imported as slaves, or their
Semndnme, were not recognized or intended to
be ineluded in that memorable instrument—the

3
{

was fized and universal with the
3: oy hupm:;u disy
, which mo ane of dis ing, and one
habitually acted upon it, withe meghu?' jm
ment the corre of the api Aud 1n no na-
tion was this opinion more fixed and genemlly net-
ed upon than in England, the subjects of which
government not only seized them on the const of
Africa, but took them as ordinary merchandise to
where they could make a profit on them. The
:smion thus entertained was universally impress-
on the eolonists thia side of the Atlantic;ac-
cordingly, negroes of the Afriean moe wore regar-
ded by them as property, and held, and bought,
and sold as such, in every one of the thirteen eolo-
nies which united in the Declaration of Indepen-
denee, and afterward formed the constitution.—
The doctrine, of which we have spaken, was stri.
kingly enforced by the Declaration of Indepen-
gence. It ns thus: “When, in the course of
uman events, it becomes n for one e
to dissolve the politieal honds wzkh hnvm)n-
nected them with another, and to assume among
the powers of the earth the separate and equal sta-
tion to which the laws of nature and of nature’s
God entitles them, n decent respect to the opinions
of mankind requires that they should deel the
eatises which impel them to the tion;’ and
then proceeds: “We hold these truths to be self-
evident—that all men are created cqual; that they
are endowed by their Creator with eertain unalien-
sble rights; that among theae are life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happincss. That to secure these

ypinion, at that time,
eticed ection of

a8 an axiom in mor-

rights, governments are instituted among men, de-
riving their just ers from the conseht of the
governad,” ete. 7%' s here guote i

g F d aremn
qqhn&uﬂchm-fﬂ;-nd.f used in a
similar instrument af this day, be £0 understood.
But i is too clear for dispute, that the enslaved Afri
can race was no! inlended to be included; for, in
case, the conduct of the distinguished men who
lumed‘t:he"' tion of Independ would be
ntly against the principles which they asser-
::(En'ﬂwy who hme‘?thePDeclm&on?l: Inde-
pendence were men of too much bonor, edueation,
and intelligence, to say what they did not believe;
and they knew that in no of the civilized
world were the negro race, eommion consent,
admitted to the rights of freemen. They gpoke
and nt:r! ;:e::i;ngtn the practices, doctrines, and
usages < . That uufortunate race was sup-
posed to be meparate from the whites, and was never
thought or apoken of except as property. These opin-
ions underwent no change when the constitution
was adopted. The preamble sets forth for what
purpose and for whose benefit it was formed. It
was formed by the rapHnehu hsd been mem-
bers of the original states—and the great object
was to ‘secure blessings of liberty to ves
and our posterity.” ™
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The difficulty with Chief Justice Taney’s
argument from history is, that he -dates
the period of the blac -ghgm which rava-
ged human conscience by a halfl century st
least; just as the spirit of his decision isa
whole century bebind his own times. A
brief retrospect of the changes of opinion in
regard to slavery will show this.
the slavery of the blacks was begun in the
sixteenth century, it was authorized, not on
m'ﬁ:’“d that negroes were “things,” nor
on the ground that they were Africans; but,
because they were heathens or for
which the perverted religious sense of those
days fancied that it found a sanetion in the
Mosaic records. Christisnity had slready
widely diffused the sentiment, that it would
be wrong to enslave one who bore the im-
age of (niE

sistent with that sentiment to treat Indians
and as the Amalekites and Canaan-
ites

Spanish brigands, who introduced slavery
hh&lmm did it for the good of
souls: Louis XII, of France was persuaded
to consent to it, in the French

When | while the

rist, but it was not thought incon- | thoug

a8 such.” In his address to the Virginia
Convention of 1774, Jefferson said, “that
the abolition of domestic slavery is the great-
est object of desire in these colonies, where it
was unhappily introduced in their infant
state.” They were embarrassed slone as
to what to do with the servile class, even
then very large. It was, however, univer-
sally supposed that by restricting the im-
portation of slaves, the odious system would
die out. The earliest continental Con
(1774)—the first union of the provinces
that was ever held—acecordingly sgreed to
a discontinuance of the slave-trade. In the
original draft of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, that trade was stigmatized 8s “‘a
cruel war against human nature,” and the
paragraph was withdrawn only at the in-
stance of Scuth Carolina and Georgia, not
then prepared to abandon the traffic forever.
By 1784, Massachusetts and New Ham
shire had abolished slavery; Pennsylvania,

- | Connecticut and Rhode Island had secured
* | parsonal liberty by statute to all the future
* | natives of those states; New York, New

Jersey, Delaware, Maryland and Virginia
bhad }{robibited the further intmdnctli‘g‘a of
persons claimed as slaves; the Jast two had
repealed the old colonial laws against man-
umission by individuals; and at the close
of the war, the last continental Congress
proclaimed that the war of Independence,

for what?—the rights of a race?—no! but
“for the rights of human nature.”

“What were the opinions, then, of the
men who framed the Federal Constitution?
‘What were the opinions of Washington, Jef-
ferson, Patrick Henry, Morris, ilsdison,
Hamilion, Franklin, Adams, Jay—and all
the other leading spirits of the day? We
might quote in reply sentence after sentence
from the speeches or writings of these die-
tinguished men, going to show their deep-
seated abhorrence of slavery, their anxious
interest in the question as to the best means
of its termination—and their assurance that
the curse was but tmnsitory—destined to
pass rapidly away. But the late political
campaign has e their words too familiar
to every reader, to need that we should cite
them here. Mr. Webster, who, it is uni-
versally admitted, whatever we may think
of his politics, was more profoundly versed
in all the knowledge that relates to the for-
mation of the Constitution than any other

the state of fecling at the time of the Fede-
ral Convention. ““It will be found,” he
said, “if we ourselves, by historical
research, back to that day, and aseertain
men’s opinions by authentic records, still
existin_g among us, that there was then no
diversity of opinion between the north and
the south on tRe subject of slavery. Tewill
be found that both parts of the country held
it equally an evil, a moral and political evil.”’
“The eminent men, the most eminent men,
and nearly all the conspicucus politicians
of the south held the same sentiments—that
slavery wasan evil, s blight 4 curse. There
are no terms of reprobation of slavery so
vehement at the north at that day as inthe
south. The north was not so much exci-
ted against it as the south, and the reason
is, that there was much less of it, at the
north, and the people did not see the evil
so prominently as st the south.”” But Mr.
Webster n not to bave confined his re-
marks to the evidences of the politicians; the
churches—every leading denomination
speah.:ﬁ through their most influential or-
gans teachers—were far more urgent in
their divnucciations than the politicians;
neral literature of the country—
the first American novel that was ever prin-
Ed, one of the earliest of Ame

e ne

_only for the whife race
them it must , not the seal
life

then successfully closed, had been a war—|

man, has forcibly but acecurately deseribed 1776,
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5t slavery in the territories, which
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37 for its vice-president,

I(nldbelmrik_ ious breach

Judiciary
n Jay, president of the New York Abo-
; iety, whose whole life was conse-
ated to the extinetion of what he termed,
““sin of crimson dye.”

: . us that the
men bf thosé days were quite indif-
ferent to the condition and fate of the Afri-
can race, and legislated in utier disregard
of their existence, and with an exclusive ref-
erence te themselves and their posterity —
But we see by these testimonies how mis-
hkgn he is; and we shall see how mistaken
he is, also, on another capital point, by what
i8 now to be adduced. e errs, mot mere-
Iy as to the prevailing sentimentof the Fath-
;1: o;e the Republic and of the civilized world,
t he errs no less grosely in his special ap-
plication of that aent'im,eg'& to lheS]:::clusiEn
of ._&friosns from the rank of citizens. His
lo%c. on this latter head, if put in the old
syllogistic form, would virtually run thus:
- Major. Many Africans were degraded.
':Vinor. Bui degraded men can not be
citizens.
Conclusion. Therefore, no Africans were
eitizens,
Unfortunately for such a deduction,
however, it is as vicious in fact ss it is
in logic. In a large majority of the states
at and about the time the Federal
Constitution went. info effect, the tests of
citizenship were not derived from color or
race. The negroes were mostly a degraded
class, no doubt, because negroes had been
slaves—like women and children, also, the
free colored men were not elected to office:
but, like women and children, they were,
nevertheless, citizens. Judge Curtis has
stated the fact broadly, in regard to the free
native-born inhabitants of five of the states
—of Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New
York, New Jersey, and North Carolina—
that, though African descent, they were not
only eitizens, but ssed the elective
franchise, if endowed with the other quali-
fications, equally with other citizens. - But
Judge Curtismight have gone further; a more
complete examination of the records has
shown that, out of the thirteen originsl states,
oal}' three of them—South Carolina, Vir-
ginia, and Delaware—had restricte] even
the right of suffrage to the basis of color;
while in all the others, either under royal
charters or independent constitutions, the
only restrictions refer to age, residence, and
roperty. Six of these states—namely,
chusetts, New Hampshire, New \'nr{,
New Jersey, Maryland, and North Caroli-
na—had formed constitutions before the
Federal Constitution went into effect, and
we quote from the provisions of two of them,
which were the most largely slaveholding,
as imens of all the rest.

“Manvrsasp—Constitution formed Aug. M,

“Declaration of Rights —I. That all government
of right originates frow the people, is founded in
eempact only, and instituted solely for the of
the whole. 2. That the people of this state ought to
have the sole snd exelusive right of regulating the
internal governmentand poliee thereof. 3. That
the u.hnﬁmﬂl of land are entitled to the
comenon lew of En , and the trial by jury, ete.
5. That the right, in the people, to participate in the

i , ia the best security of liberty, and the
foundation of all free government; for this
elections ought to be free and frequent, and eoery
man, having in @ common inferest with, and
an attackment lo, community, ought to have the
right of suffrage.

“Tnz Cossrrrumion axp Foux or Govensmesy.—
That the House of Delegates shall be chosen in the
following manner: All free men above 21 yesrs of
age, bavi:kltnaholddm neres of land in the
eounty in ich they offer to vote, and residi
therein, and all freemen having property in this
state above the value of £30 current ) 81
baving resided in the county in which they offer
t© vobe, one whola next preceeding the elec-
tion, shall haves t of & in the election
of Delegates for said county,” ete.—Art. 2.

“Noeri CanoLina—Constitution formed Decemn-

e Deisiet Rights—1. That all poli
~ 2 . politieal
ahuﬂaﬂ?ﬂ, and derived from, the peaple on-
. 2. That the people of this state ought to have
emlemdmlmi;eaghtdng;lhﬁn the inter-
nal government an @ police 3. That
no man, or s of men, are entitled to exclusive or

.mhofchuﬁnumdlhlﬂh ic taxes
ve e =
S:zllbeonliﬂn:lw vote for s -:gup;uwt
such town in the House of Comumons,” ete.

Two of the states—Rhode Island and Con-
pecticut—at the time the Federal Constitu-
, which, of course, made no dis-
eolor; and two of them—Penn-
Sveii aicd : . he .
tutions to the Federal Constitu-
tion; but neither of them required that vo-

hing towards holding the blacks in slave-

he first Congress which assembled
it, re-enacted the perpetual interdict
o applied by the ordinance of '87; the
tive government organized by it,
st wish,”” he asid ina letter, ““was {o see
; abolished

ho had said, that *‘consent-

T
-justice

RE | act of the third of March, 1843, it is decla-
d | red that “Where an individual has filed un-

msy
- mheinvdidinoonmqmofthehnr:;

= —— : - all kinds of Blanks. Orders for work prompily
AS, JUNE 6, 1857. oL, 1-NO.. 1. [Suer Sarumrresi e fm 7%

ument—the Declaration of

That instrument has hitherto
itself to the affections of our peo
the sdmiration of the lovers of liberty, all
over the , as the t charter and ex-
ponent of universal humanity. It has in-
spired us with our and moblest ideals,
and it has furni to oppressed people else-
where their firmest ds of hope. But,
if it were only what E: Chief Justice of the
United States declares, an outgrowth of the
mean and mizerable prejudices of a race—
if it bad no loftier motive than the consecra-
tion of a class-supremacy, if, in a word, the
unqualified lan of it is fallacious, and
wherever it speaks of all men it means only
eertain men—then it is shorn of its glory;
mankind have been deceived in it; and we,
as a nation, had better spurn it away from
us, or trample it ten thousand feet under
the earth. t it is not so; the minds and
the hearts of the whole world have not been
deceived; the Declaration of Independence
means what it says; and, in spite of all the
pettifogging of so-called justices—whether
Chief or Puisne—we shall still be permitted
to hold, that ‘All men are created free and
eqml.! »r

The New Governor of Kanzas as & Pri-

vate Financier.
A Washington letter to the Boston Trav-
eler, says of Mr. Walker:
Nniwit.hsmnding his high character as a

u
Ee clnesed with those of Sheridan. Itissaid
he never pays a debt of any kind or amount
until he is sbsolutely forced w do so by

rocess of law, and even then it is exceed-
mgly difficult to obtain redress. It is said
that he still owes for the rent of the house
he occupied when Seeretary of the Treasury,
and that his landlord, after repeated trials,
has given up all hope of recovering the debt
even by law. One of our hanks here sued
him for a lsrge debt, obtainad judgment, and
atiempted to levy on his property, when it
was discovered that if the honomble gentle-
man had any property, it was so placed as
to be out of the reach of his ereditors,
No one pretends to say that Mr. Walker
is dishonest, but it seems to be the opinion
of all, even those who have suffered most,
that it is the thoughtlessness of his own af-
fairs which places Lim in this condition, and
that it is not the love, but the want of money
that leads him into difficulty. When he has
money it flows like water; when he has credit
his expenses are equally unlimited; when he
is without eredit he relies upon his resources,
which are unlimited as his extravagance; an-
eedotes of his treatment of money are abun-
dant. Buta few weeks ago, he presented a
check at the counter of one of our banks for
81,500, which was given to him at his re.
guest in small bills. The teller counted it
out and bhanded him the buztl, whon be
thrust a part in one vest pocket and a partin
the other, and the rest in his coat-iail pocket
as he would a handkerchief.
The teller intimated that Mr. W. had bet-
ter count the money, as he might bave made
a mistake, and added that mistakes would not
be corrected after leaving the counter; but
the intimation received no atiention, and Mr.
Walker walked off with the money thus loose
in his pockets, and even liable to drop out.
No one charges him with heartlessness, but
rather with unjust generosity. If a beggur
requests charity, he is as likely to give an
eagle as 8 dime, and more likely if the gold
is the most handy. He is prodigal in his
promiees of payment and in his expressions
of sorrow at the inconvenience his creditors
suffer; and if he has the money in hand at
the moment the bill is nted, will readily
pay; butif not, the creditor must stand his
chance.

To Pre-emptors. :
The following circular from the Generl
Land Office will be of interest to many per-
sons who have settled on government lands:
Geserar Lasxp Orrice, |
Dec. 3rd, 1856. |
Gentlemen: By the fourth section of the

der the lato pre-emption law (1841) his de-
claration of intention to claim the benefits of
said law for one tract of land, it shall not be
lawful for the same individual, at any fature
time, to file 8 second declaration for another
tract.

This prohibition is beld by the department
10 exi 1o both classes ofbﬂnds, unoffered,
and such as are subject to privale entry.
When a claimant, however, of either class
of land, files adeclaration which

Elisd for not being open for pre-emption, or
y the determination against him s s con-
ing claimant; or from any other similar
cause, which would have prevented him from
consummating a ion under such
declaration; such mviﬂ be treated
as s nullity and as no ﬁbmon iom
uently filing a 70;
:‘:rqi.lasainaum. u!dil:bs:m&bhlo
pre-empiion, or forany other land; it being
the purpose of (hehwyw M;dmoﬁi R
pre-emption upon. one tract nothing
more, a’:illsolo declaration from

fathers, and from abuse that immortal doe-

, and to

blic financier, his private transactions may |

being filed whers intention of establish- | score in all, owners, and crews, carry

ing & pre-emption is not bona-fide. l_m au-u:e,-hmhnmhmva&.hd::
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- Commigsionsr. |not mind the loss of 830,000 in

Beautify Your Home.
There are two kinds of beauty; oneis out-
ward, the other is inward. outward
beauty of homeis in plensant grounds, walks,
shrubbery, flowers, trees, rmg;r:a, furniture,
pictures, and whatsoever can render it agree-
able to the eve, and suggest y and_vir-
tuous thou, to the mind, f this kind
of beauty we have much, in and abont our
houses. A vine arbor, a flower bed, &
plat, a rose bush, & gravel walk, u shade tree,
a plensant yard, are easily bad, especially by
farmers and villagers. No one with hands
and health, should be without such adorn-
ments to his home. A child even, can plant
a flower seed, or a shrub; and if properdy
taught and encou , will be to en
inugnhch pleasant labors. In g?: mnrr}:a’?r?;
and eveming hours how much may be done
to beautify one’s home. If every week adds
a little and every year more, bow much will
be done, in and about one's dwelling, to give
it an air of cheerful beamty. And of sll
beauty, that which is natural is most to be
admired, such as grows, bears and blossoms.
But if outward beauty is within the reach
of all, how muck more is inward beauty !—
In a household, how beautiful isa good hus-
band, wife, brother, sister, father, mother
and child. How beautiful are pleasant faces,
loving eyes, affectionate words, kind offices,
and sympathising hearts. How beautiful
are honesty, sincerity, good will, generusity,
kindness, sympathy, affection. How beau-
tiful is mlig"jon as it apeaks in words of love
and prayer, and glows in acts of benevo-
lenice and forgiveness. What outward adorn-
ment ean compare with the grace of achaste
and loving heart, or the charms of a kind
and honest EF?
Houses ard under the control of those who
dwell in thess. We make our own houses,
or help make them. The beauty that is in
them or about them is of our own making,
at least in part. If they lack beauty, it is
our own fault. Beasuty, both outward and
inward, is within our own reach. It is an
uttainment we may all possess.
What object in life is more commendable
thau to beautify our homes? What is homa
but the spring-souree of all that is great and
good in human life. Here are born and
reared the world’s children, its great and
good men and women, philosophers, philan-
thropists, statesmgn, scgulnrs and christians.
Out from home go all the best and holiest
influences that bless mankind. Into the
heart of home flow the treasures of the
world, the products of its Inbors.
For home we all live and toil, more than
for all else of the earth. Why then should
it not be beantified? Itis elear to my mind
that the best religion in the world is that
which grows and thrives best at home; so
that out from home s the virtues, loves
and spirits that constitute and peopie heaven.
What else then is more glorious w live for
than to beautify our homes? In so doing
we are sowing seeds which shall grow in
heaven. We are planting virtues which shall
bear fruit among angels. Then let our
homes be beautified both with outward and
mward adornment; we shall thereby be bet-
ter and happier, aud goodness and happi-
ness will give us wisdom.— Valley Farmer.
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Delaware Almost &8 Free State.
We notice that various newspapers North
and South are speculating upon the probabla
future, in view of the rapid decrease of sia-
very in the border slave States. Liule Del-
aware comes in for its share of consideration
under these circumstances, for it is so nearly
a free Statens to make it difficult to tell
which section of the Union to rank it with.
The Buffulo Advertizer takes from the census
the following figures, showing the number of
slaves in Delaware at each decennial period:

Years Slaves. | Years. Elaves,
1790, B.BST | 1830, 3,292
1800, 6,153 | 1540, 2,605
1810, 4,177 | 1850, 2,290
1820, 4,509

At the date of the last census the slaves
only formed two and a half per cent. of the
population of the Siate, whlie free negroes
were about twenty Er cent. The increase
of free colored people in the State has bheen
from 3,899 in 1790, to 18,078in 1850. In
effect, Delaware is now nearly as much s free
State a8 New Jersey or Illinois. The anti-
slavery sentiment has a strong hold upon the
ulation. At the Presidential election Inst
no less than 302 votes were polled in one
county for the Republican electoral ticket.—
Hiad the State been thoroughly organized by
the Republicans, we do not bt that they
would have polled st least one-third of the
whole vote cast. The census of 1860 will

show & decrease of the slaves, and make
more mani the fact thst Delaware has
oceased to

be distinetly a slave Biate.— Mo.
Demaocrat.

Afiar s tempporary Iull, the Spring slave-
It was never more




